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FYWnd s NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
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% £ Pebruary 26, 1981
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ALL CONSTRUCTION PERMIT HOLDERS AND APPLICANTS FOR OPERATING LICENSES

Gentlemen:

RE: PERIODIC UPDATING OF FINAL SAFETY ANALYSIS REPORTS (FSARs)
(GENERIC LETTER 81-06)

The Commission approved the rule 50.71(e) (copy enclosed) entitled,
“Periodic Updating of Final Safety Analysis Reports” and published the
rule in the Federal Register on May 9, 1980. The rule became effective
on July 22, T380.

Although this new rule applies to holders of operating licenses for power
reactors, we belfeve your organization should be aware of 1t, since, within
24 months after issuance of an operating license or July 22, 1982, whichever
1s later, the original FSAR submitted as a part of the OL application must

be updated in the specific manner provided in the rule. Thereafter, 1t must
be updated at least annually. Each update must reflect all changes up to six
months prior to the filing of the update.

Although the rule itself is self-explanatory, several questions have been

asked regarding the FSAR's legal status, format and content, and we have

provided the enclosed guidance.

Further questions should be directed to the Project Manager for your facility.
incerely,

Darrell G. tisenhut, Director
Division of Licensing

Enclosure:
As stated

Tlo3230% )3 t



or prepared as a result of Commission
requiremest. The amendment Is being
mads to provide an updaled refervace
document to be used in recurring safety
snalyses performed by the licamsee. the
Commission. and olber isterested
parties.
EFPECTIVE DATE July 22 1960
Nota—The Nuclear Regulaiory
Commiasion hes submitted this ruls to the
Coavptroller Ceneral for such review es may
be sppropriate ander the Federal Reports
Act es amvended. 44 US.C 3312 The dse o
which the reporting requirement of this rule
becomes effective, anlees advised 10 the
conuary, exdrdingly, reflects laclusian of the
48-day period which that sts: 118 allows for
such ceviow (44 USC 3812{cH2))

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Me. Morton R Fleishmea. Offics of
Stenderds Oevelopment. U.S. Nuclear
R tory Commisalon. Washingion.
D.C. 20855, telepbane 301 -443-S&T1

* applicants for opera

& Cos/Banafit of Rule

In response to the comments received,
the Commisafon is m the role to
(¢) extand its annlicability to all power
resciors licensed to operate, (b) exclude
\he warding of e rle. (4)

. e
reducs its tmpact on porwer reactor
Uamiees by relexing some of the ime
requirements, and (e) require Ue taitfel
revision to be & complete FSAR.

Whag the proposed rule was
pablished {ot public comment. its
applicability was Uimitad to those plents
Ucensed alter January 1, 1983 in order to
exampt five {5} older fecilities. The
Commission belleved that It would not
be feasible [or these licensess to
[mplement the rule because thers is no
integrated document comparable to an
FSAR for thelr fecilities. Since
publicatioo of the proposed rule, the
Commission bas initisted s program (n

— - -
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SUPPUIMENTARY INPORMATION On which the NRC stafT is making s
November & 1978, ths Nuclear systemalic safety evaluatios of eleven
Regulatory Commission published in the  (11) nuclear power facilitiss licensed for
Fecaral ter (41 FR 40123) & nolice operation belore 1972 The pupose ol
of proposed rule making inviting written  this syslemal c evalusiion program
suggestions o7 commentis on the (SEP) {a to determine and document the
proposed rule by Decomber 23. 1978 A degree to which the eleven (11) fecilitiee
notice of correction and extansicn of meet current liceasing requirements for
comment period was published In the aew plants. Of the five (S} plants
Federal Registar on Decamber 22,1678 licensed prior to Januery 1. 1963 that sre
{e1 FR 58204) in which tha coqunent otill licensed to operate. three (3) are
pasiod was extended lo January 28, 1677.  included in the SEP. The remaining two
The noticas concerned proposed {2) plants, which presently ere sbut
atendmants to 10 CFR Part S0, down.w beaubjectto thep visl
“Licsasing of Production and Utllization  of 1he rele as lo|:x¢l:: thelt TS
Facilities.” to require each spplicant for,  guihorize operation.
a" b°“‘;§l’&: 9°"|"’ ;ﬁg&ﬂ:ﬁ? The licansees participsting in the SEP
.hw“ l'wm 1. 1983 10 submit probably will be requested to supply a
periodically to e Commiaaion revised consldereble amount of informetion
pages for iis Final Safety Anslysis during the program. Requlring them. i
Repart (FSAR). These revised pages sddidon. to update thelr FSARs coald
would tndiéate chanzasimads fn \he prave to be excessively burdersome and
ng could result {n duplication of reporta.
{acility or the procedures for Its The information ted durine the
5 oponation and any snalyses affected by m Y RS~ o It &
NUCLEAR REGULATORY tess changes. TRirty-one persans progam ¢ @anner o which It {s
COMM!ISSION submitted comments regarding the - eolisted will result in 8 completed FSAR
proposed amendments. The commenters at tbe conclusion of the program. For
10 CFR Pant 50 could be roughly divided into thres these reasons licensees of facilities
- GO0 with seventeen supporting the belng subjected by tha NRCto e
Periodie Updating of Final Safety ride with comments. eleven opposed to  SYStematic evaluaticn will 2ot
Analysis Reports : the rule. and thres oeutral Coples of the to comply with Lhe
aganew: US. Nuclear Regulatory comments received may b.c&im.d in Provisions of thfa rule uail they are
B 7 notiBed by lettar by the NRC's Disectior
Commission. the Commission’s Public Documaent Office
acTyose Flnal rule, o0m at 1717 H Strest. NW., of the of Nuclear Reactar
Washington. D.C. Regulation that, for their cular
SUMMAAY: The Nuclear Regulstory The substantive areas of comment can  facility. the program bes
Commlssion {s amending its tions  be categorized gunesally as follows: completed Becauss of the
to f‘Qm sach person to 1. QaABcation of Rala ml‘d.mum ’“. mentioned, thet part
operale & nuclear power reector to 2 Applicabllty of Rals of the proposed rule which limited the
submit pertodically to the Commiesion 3 Canmt of FSAR applicability to facilities licensed aftar
revised pages far ite Final Safety 4. Scops of Rale Jaguary 1, 1063 has been deleted and the
Analyais Report (FSAR). These ruvised & Timing of Sabwmittals s rule will spply to all power reactors
g:'m,,m (n&ieate changes which bave tlna::“dubouhhm 10 operate.
n made to reflect informaticn and - *  The FRAR required to be updated by
anelyses submitted to the Commission 7. Leyal Status of Updated F2AR the rule Is tha FSAR submitted

s part of the application for the
operating license. It would not Includs

the subsequent supplements and
amendmenta lo the FSAR or the license
thet may bave been submitted either In
responas to NRC questions or on the
applicant’s or licensee’s own {aitiative
folrwtn' the original subovttal. Thesa
various lupplmenul and amendmeats
must be zppropristely incorporated lnto -
tbe original FSAR to ty:nnt a single. .
complete and (nlegral document. The
injtial revision to be filed sbould contain
those peges from tha originelly

submitted FSAR that are still applicable
plus sew wrlscmznt pages that
appropriately incorporate e effects of
supplements. amendments snd other
changes thet have been msde. This will
result In 8 single. complete document

' The Pwo facilities ere Indian Poiat Unit He. 1
oad Humbeddy Soy UnA Na &
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being filed. that can then serve as the
baseline for future changes.
Commenters have asked about the

** proper format 10 be used when making

the FSAR submitial. Since the format of
the FSAR is not covered by regulation.
the rule doas not specify a particuler
format. The NRC staff has provided
guidance for the preperstion of FSARs
in Regulstory Gulde 1.70. Revision 2.
“Standard Formet and Content of Safety
Analysis Reports for Nuclear Power
Plante.” However, many were
developed prior to any specific guidance
on format. The format to be used for the
FSAR revisions is tbe option of the
licensee, but the Coramission expects
that Uve format will probably be the
same as the format of the original FSAR.
No analyses other than those already *
prepared or submitted pursuant to NRC
requirements (eltber originally with the
application. or as part of the operating
license review process. or as required by
§ 5059 or other NRC requirement. or to
support license amendments) are
required to be pesformed by the licensee
because of this rule. However, analyses
existing In the FSAR which are imown
1o be {nsccurate of in error as a result of
new analyses performed by the licerwes
ﬁ'l-lrl'lulnl to NRC requirements, woald -
ave to ba revised Specialized studies
provided in the FSAR such ss en
volcanic hazards or quality sssurance,
should include the latest \nformation
that has been developed In response to
NRC requlrements, New analyses (La.
analyses not previously incieded in
FSAR) which were required during
consideration of wweviewed safety
quastions.’ techalcsl specification
changea, or other licensing questions,
maey be incorporated as appendicaa or
otherwise appropristely lnserted within
the FSAR
Program type material that {3
* referenced by the FSAR such as the
Quelity Assuranca Program or the
Emergency Plan. should be referenced
aacurately. If auch material has been
revised or amended. the latest revision
shouldbereferenced. A description of
physical changes 1o the facility ehould
be included in the updats after the
changeshave besnapproved for use and
are operable. The lavel of detall to be
mainiained In the updeted FSAR should

*As defined (0 1 303 X321 °A propaasd chasge.
1961 of ¢xPereT! shall be devmed to lavolve an
wrnewed solely quesdos (1) U e predability of
escourents Or WM coneequence of 43 atdent ov
mstiuacuce of equperol Laponadt W safery
prvnously evelusted in 159 asfITY ana)riis repmn
sy de inceaved: o {U) If 8 POSNBILLY for an
scadent or cutiuncooe of ¢ diffeient BYPO than eoy
evalusied FvvoRaly m B0 ssfsTY enalyeis repar
may be ovsiek ov (i} U (Do BT af safe'y 59
delined @ 19 basit low &y ohasca) rpecification
» rvduend ~

be at least the asme 2s originally
provided. Minor differences between
actual and projected population figurea
or other such changes in the site
environment need nut be reported
unless the conclusions of safety
analysas relative 10 public beultb end
safety are a[fected and the licensee has
prepared cew analyses ss a result of
NRC requlremen.s.

Coouventers bave questioned the
relation of the proposed FSAR updaiing
requirements to other reporting
requirements such as the Annual
Operating Report and § 50-59(b)
repocting. 1t s not the Commission’s
{ntention 10 require submitta) of
duplicative reports. The Commission is
eliminating e requirement far the
Annual Operating Report This will
reducs significantly the reporting burden
of licensees. There bas been 5o
requirement that § 50.59(b) reporting be
pari of Be licensee's Annual Operating
Report This information generally bas .
been included in the Annual Operating
Report ss a convenience, but it could
have been submitted upmul{l and the
licensee sUll would bave complied with
§ 50.53(b) which merely cequires
ceporting “annually or at such sborter
intervals as may be specified in the
lic:nse.” Furtbermore. the report
required uader § 50.53(b) is only “e brief
description of such changes. tests. and
experiments. including a summery of the
salety gvaluation of each.” Tbe
§ 50.55(b) reporting may not be detalled *
sufficienty to be considered adeguate lo
fulfll the FSAR updsting requirement
The degree of detall required for
updating the FSAR wil) be generally
greater than a “brief description”™ and
“summary of the salety avalustion.”
Howeyer, there (s nothing that preciudes
submitting the § 50.59(b) report along
with the FSAR update submittal and
thus satisfy § 50.59(b) along with
§ 50 (e). Parts of tha FSAR ¢obminal
may be referenced by the § 50.59(b}
report.

Several commenters have raised legal
questions coocermning the proposed rule
including questions relative 1o the

-purpose of be rule, the implication
concerning re-reviews. the status of
completed bearings. and prior licease
approvals. The rule is only a reportine
requlrement to (nsure that an updat
FSAR will be avatiable. Submittal of
updated FSAR pages does not constitute
a Ucenaing action but is only intended 1o

rovide lnformaton. 1t is oot intended
or the purpose of re-reviewing plants.
Matters which have been considerad
previously during hearings will not be
reconsidered a1 @ result of the FSAR
submittalu. Thus. for example, approvals

of license amendments and technical
specilication changes are independent
of the FSAR updating process and once
approved would not be aubject ‘o
further consideration simply because the
FSAR jsupdated. Thia. of course. does
not preclude the reeveluation of
previous positions based on new
Information or new considerations. The
material submitted may be reviewed by
the NRC stafT but will not be formally
spproved. The new pagas will be
accepled as representing the licensee's
positioo at the e of submittal and will
be utilized in any subsequent reviews or
INRC stall activitiea concerning thet
faclity.

Alter consideration of the comments
that were received and other {actors. the
Cammission has adopted the
amendment to Part 50 as set forth
belove.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, a3 amended. the Enegy
Reorganization Act of 1974. as amended
and secdon 533 of Utle $ of the United
States Code. ibe following amendment
to 10 CFR Part 50 is publisheéd asa
document subject to cod)Rcation.

PART S0—DOMESTIC LICENSING OF
PRODOUCTION AND UTILIZATION
FACILITES

Sectioo 5071 is amended by adding a
gew parugraph (e} to read as followa:

§S071 MUaintenance of recocds, making of
reopocta.
L] - - . L

{e) Each person licensed to operate o
suclear power reactor pursuaot to the
provisions of § 502 or § 5022 sball
update periodically, as provided in
pasagraphs (e){3) and (e)(4) of this
section. the fing) vafaty anslysis report
(FSAR) originally submitted ss partof
the application for the operating license,
to assure that the information Inciuded
{n the FSAR conte(ns the latest material
developed. Thia submittal shall conlain
all the changes necensary to reflect
(nformatioo and analyses aubmitted to
the Commission by the licensee or
prepared by the licensee pursuant to
Commission requirement since the
submission of the original FSAR or. as
sppropriate. the last updeted FSAR. The
ppdated FSAR shall be revised to
inclode ke efTects of: all chenges made
(o the lacility or procedures as
described in the FSAR: all safety
evaluations performed by the licensee
either in support of requested license
amesndments or in suppor of
conclusions that changes did not involve
an unreviewed safety question: and all
analyses of new safety issues performed
by or on bebalf of the licensee at
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Commissinn requcsl. The updated
information shall be lppmpﬁllcly
located within the

(1) Revisions containing updclud
Information shall be submittedona
replacement-page besis end shell be
accompaniad by a list which identiltes
the curren} pages of the FSAR following
psge replacement. One signed original
end 12 edditional coples of the required
informetloa shall be filed with the
Director of Nuclear Ruactor Regulation,
US. Nuclsar Regulatory Commissioa
Washington. D.C 20858

(2) The submittal shell include (i) a
certificalion by s duly authorized offieer
of the licensee that sither the
information accurately presenis changes
mads aince the pravious submittal,
nesessary to reflect Information and
snalyses submitted to the Commission
_or prepared pursuant to Commission
requlrement, or that no such changss
were made: and (i) an identificetion of
changes made under the provisions of
§ 30.39 but not previously submilited to
the Commisaion.

(3)(i) A revision of the original FSAR
containing those original pages that are
-uu applicable plus sew replecament

shall ba filed within 24 months of

er July 22, 1980, or the date of
luulnu of the opereting license,
whichever is later, and shall bring the
FSAR up to date as of s maximum of 6
months prior to the date of filing the
revision

(if) Not {ess than 1S daye belore
§ 50.71{e) becamas effactive. the 5
Director of the OfBce of Nuclear Reactor
Regulation shall notify by letter the
licensees of those nuclear powar plants
inlmlly subject to the NRC's systematic
evaluativn thet they need not
comply wﬂ.ﬂ the provisions of this
section while the program ie being
conducted at their plant. The Dlnclor of
tha OfMice of Nuclear Reacztor Regulation
will notify by letter tha licenisee of each
nuclear power plant being evalueted
when the systematic evaluation program
has been completed. Within 24 months
after receipt of thia notification. the
licensee shell file a complete FSAR
which Is up to dat¢ as of a maximum of
6 months prior to the date of {iling the
revision,

{4) Subuqulnl revisions shell be filed
no less [nqucnrj than annually and
shall reflect all uptoas
oaximum of 6 monlh: pnor to the date
of Mlling.

(3} Each replacement page shall
include bath a change indicator for the
area changed. e.g. a bold line vertically
drawn ia the margin adjecent to the
portion actually changed. and a pegs
change identification (date of change or
change nunber or both). -

(Sec: 1810, Pub. Law §3-703, 88 Siat. 044 Sec.
201, Pub. Law 03433 38 Sl Q2 {Q2USC
2m(bl s841)).

Dated at Washington, O.C., L:i» 131 day of
Moy 1080

For the Nuclear Regulaiory Comm(asion
Samus! . Chllk,
Secrelary of the Camunission.

. [™RDec B-1430 Tied &-0-GR 648 am)

meqg ot NEe-n-a



Questions and Responses Concerning FSAR Update Rule

A.  REGULATORY/LEGAL

1.

Question: Is the updated FSAR part of the licensed basis of the
plant? That is, can the original FSAR, as amended, be set aside and
forgotten or is the license still based upon i1t? E.g., for report-
ing to NRC of deviations from conditions stated in the "FSAR," which
one applies.

Response: The original FSAR, as amended, {s still considered to be
the licensing basis for the plant. However, as indicated in the rule,
the updated FSAR “shall contain all the changes necessary to reflect
information ard analyses submitted to the Commission....since the sub-
missfon of the original FSAR...." Furthermore, the rule requires cer-
tification by the 1icensee that the "information accurately presents
changes made since the previous submittal, necessary to reflect infor-
mation and analyses submitted (emphasis added) to the Cosmission...."
and an identification of changes made under 10°CFR § 50.59. The NRC intends
to use the updated FSAR in the future for appropriate applications
such as reporting of deviations from conditions stated in the “FSAR."
1f, as a result of possible audits, the NRC finds that the updated
FSAR {s not as certified to by the licensee, appropriate enforcement

action would be taken.




2.

Question: Is the updated FSAR to be called the FSAR?
Response: The original FSAR and the dacket file is the final author-
ity if a discrepancy exists although the updated FSAR, which will be

referred to as the updated FSAR, will provide the most convenient reference.

Question: Who receives update? E.g., do parties to the original
proceeding, libraries, etc., receive a copy?

Response: As indkcaéed in the rule, the licensee is only required

to send the updated FSAR to the NRC. There is no intention to send
copies to parties to the original proceeding, uAless such copies are
requested in accordance witn Commission regulatfons. It is planned to place
copies of the updated FSAR in the local public document room, the public
docﬁment room {n Washington, D. C. the Technical Information Center

and the Nuclear Safety Information Center,

Question: In the future can the FSAR be used as the technical
specification basis?

Response: The bases for the technical specifications are included

along with the technical specifications. If the technical specifi-
cations have referenced the FSAR, they may continue to reference the

updated FSAR.

Question: If environmental information (Chapter 2) has changed, is
the ER or EIS affected in any way?

Response: The rule zpplies only to the FSAR. The rule imposes no
requirement to revise or update the Environmental Report or Environ-
mental Impact Statement. If a change was required, it would be as

a result of other regulations.



6. Question: Relative to the frequency of the updating, what do the
words "no less frequently than annually" sean?
Response: The time interval between submittals should not exceed

12 sonths.

B.  FORMAT
1. Question: For sultiple unit stations with multipie FSAR::
- Can thev be combined into one FSAR, possible with colored
pages?
. Must the format for each FSAR be the same?
Response: To the extent that the plants on a multi-unit sitz are
simflar and have a good deal of {dentical information in their
FSARs, the FSARs can be comdbined into a single updated FSAR, for

convenience, with differences appropriately ident{f{ed.

The formats for each updated FSAR do not Have to be the sase. As
fndicated in the supplamentary inforsatian, the forsat to be used

fs the option of the licenrses.

2. Question: Do orfginal questions and responses have to bs maintained
in any particular format, or at all?
Response: The original questions and the responses that were sub-
aitted remain in the docket file as part of the record. The re-
sponses to the questions should be appropriately incorporated into

the "body” of the updated FSAR. Nec separate section §s required.



3. Question: 1ls the inftial submittal of the updated FSAR treated as
a rovision of the original and numbered sequentially following the
last revision or amendment?

Responsg: The initfal submittal of the updated FSAR should be
treated as a unique document and called the updated FSAR and not as
a sequentfal revision of the original FSAR. Subsequent changes
should be considered revisions to the updated FSAR and should be *-

numbered starting with revision No. 1.

4. Question: Are change bars and revision numbers required on the
fnitial update or is it a "clean” document?
Response: The {nitfal updated FSAR should be a "clean" docuzent
without change bars and revision nuabers. The subsequent annual
revisions would then include the change indicators and page change
fdentification.

5. Question: Can the initial updated FSAR be a complete, 6ew. FSAR
without retaining the old pages? :
Response: The inftfal updated FSAR say be a cospletely new docusent
without any of the original pages. ;

C.  CONTENT
1. Question: 1Is the "drawing package” considered part of the FSAR?
Coes 1t need to be updated?
Response: The "drewing package” is not considered part of the FSAR.

Only the drawings that are included in the FSAR should be updated.




2.

Question: Can one eliminate information no longer applicable to an
operating plant -~ e.g., initial training program, start-up test
program, etc., assuming it is in the original FSAR? (Also_construc-
tion QA progras)

Response: Information pertaining to programs described in the
original FSAR with amendments, such as the inftial training program
and the preoperational test program, sﬁould be submitted as part of
the initial updated FSAR-for completeness. The intent here is to
locate previously submitted fnformatfon in one document. Submission
of new information 1s not required. The proposed technical specifi-
cations may be eliminated since they have been superseded by tech-

nical specifications issued by the Commission.

Question: If the original FSAR is in Regulatory Guide 1.70 format,

do comparisons (e.g., to other plants) fn Chapter 1 have to be updated?
Response: The only changes that should be made sho;ld be to include
all material submitted to the NRC. Only an adainistrative update is
required. The licensee should point out that the comparison was con-

sidered valid at the time the operating license was issued.

Question: Wwill Security and Emergency Plans (Chapter 13) be treated
separaioly?
Response: The updated FSAR should reference the Security and Emer-

gency Plans that are currently in effect.



5.

e i e e e e T e L e e e e e e e

Question: Assuming portions of the plant or systems have been modi-
fied and designed to codes then currently in effect, how is this
addressed in the update?

Resgonsei Identify whatever codes have actuvally been used to design
or modify the plant. If older codes were used for certain parts of

the plant, 1t should be so indicated.

Question: Assuming the original FSAR contains references that are
no longer in use or acceptable in industry, must they be changed and
the affected analysis revised accordingly? (For example, reference
to a Corps of Engineers Technical Document on wave height analysis.)
Response: New analyses do not have to be performed and new refer—
ences do not have to be incorporated just to comply with this rule.
Analyses should be revised i safety (i.e., 10 CFR § 50.59) or other

considerations require such revision.
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26.
27.
28.

29.

PLANTS UNDEL Ol

REVIEW

Clinton 1/2

8yron 1/2
8raidwood 1/2
LaSalle 1/2
Midland 1/2
McGuire 2

So. Texas 1/2
Shorehain
Waterford

crand Gulf 1/2
Diablo Canvon 1/2
Susquehana 1/2
St. lLucie 2
Summer 1

San Onofre 2/3
Bellefonte 1/2
Watts Bar 1/2
Sequoyah 2
Comanche Pk 1/2

WPPSS-2
Fermi 2
Zimmer |
Perry 1/2
Palo Verde
Catawba
Marble Hill
Wolf Creck
Callaway

50-461/462
50-454, 455
50-456/457
50-3173, 3174
50-329,330
50~ 370
50-498, 499
50-322
50-302
50-416/417
50-275, 323

.20-347, 388

50-389
50-395
50-361,
50-438,
50-390,
50-
50-445,

50-1397
50-341
wW-3.,3
50-440, 441

50-528, 529,

50-4113, 414
50-546, 547
50-482

50-483, 486

FEG = ¢ 1200
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1
2
g
4
5
6
7
8.

—
o v

11.
1725
13,
14.
15.
l6.
17,
18.
19.
20.

PLANTS UNDLR UOWSTRUCT IO

Cherokeec 1/2/3
Beaver Valley 2
St. lmcie 2
Vogtle 1/2
River mend 1/2

Forked River

Nine Mile Point 2
Millstone 3
Bailly 2

Limerick 1/2

llope Creek 1/2
Scabraook 1/2

llartswille 1/2/3/4
Phipps Bend 1/2
Yellew Creck 1/2
WPPES 1/,3/4/5
llarriz 1/2/3/4

FNP

50-491,
50-412
50-389
50-424,
50-458,
50-3G3
50-410
50-423
50-367
50-352,
.50-354,
50-443,

50-518,
50-553,
50-560,
50-460,
50-400,
50-437

Fi.ls

492, 493

353
355

s14

519, 520, 521
594
507
508, 513, 509
401, 402, 403

w1981

o




ALL POWER REACTOR LICENSEES

Docket Ho. 50-348
Farley Unit 1

Docket No. 50-313
Arkansas Unit 1

Docket No. 50-368
Arkansas Unit 2

Docket No. 50-317
Calvert Cliffs Unit 1

Docket No. 50-318
Calvert Cliffs Unit 2

Docket No. 50-293
Pilgrim Unit 1

Docket No. 50-325
Brunswick Unft 1

Docket No. 50-324
Brunswick Unit 2

Docket No. 50-261
K. B. Robinson Unit 2

Docket No. 50-10
Dresden Unit 1

Docket No. 50-237
Dresden Unit 2

Docket No. 50-249
Dresden Unit 3

Docket No. 50-254
Quad-Cities Unit 1

Docket No. 50-265
Quad-Citfes Unit 2

Docket No. 50-295
Zion Unit 1

Docket No. 50-304
2fon Unit 2

Docket No. 50-213
Connecticut Yankee (Haddam Neck)

Docket No. 50-3

Indian Point Unit 1

Docket No. 50-247

Indfan Point Unit 2
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